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lives and raise taxes on people who pay 
taxes. This plan is an attack on free-
dom. More government spending and 
control is the problem, not the solu-
tion. As Senator RUBIO has said, in-
stead of raising taxes, we should have 
more taxpayers. More new taxpayers 
under the concept of developing more 
businesses, more jobs also yield more 
taxpayers. This will create revenue. 

The White House has operated under 
crisis management. The doctrine of 
Obamaism with its expansion of the 
government has made America worse. 
It is time for new hope, new change, 
and a new American day. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

CHRONIC UNEMPLOYMENT IS 
BIGGEST AMERICAN PROBLEM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, we 
are in the 10th year of the Bush tax 
cuts and the third year of the Obama 
tax cuts. Taxes today are at the lowest 
percentage of our national economy 
since 1950; and, of course, that 
preexists a few things like Medicare, 
homeland security, massive spending 
on wars overseas, et cetera. 

Yet last Friday, with this very, very 
light tax burden, we had the official 
unemployment numbers. They were 
horrible. But guess what. The reality is 
worse than the numbers. There are 
about 20 million people, not 16 million 
people, unemployed, looking for work, 
or underemployed. So I guess all we 
need to do is cut taxes more and cut 
spending and we will have an economic 
boom. Yes, we will have a boom, like 
the boom of an imploding economy. 
Just like the last 10 years, the worst 
job creation since the Great Depression 
under this theory that tax cuts solve 
every problem. 

Now the President’s response on Fri-
day was, not surprisingly, continue tax 
cuts. The new one he has adopted is the 
Social Security tax holiday. But don’t 
worry, we will make Social Security 
whole. If we cut their income, we’ve 
got to make the trust fund whole. We’ll 
borrow $110 billion from China. We’ll 
put it into the Social Security trust 
fund and everybody will get $15 or $20 a 
week, and that’ll solve the problems of 
this economy. Of course, it doesn’t do 
much for the people who aren’t work-
ing, and it’s not going to create jobs. 
That’s his big solution. 

Number two solution: more job-kill-
ing free trade agreements. Oh, that’s 
great. 

Patent reform. Yeah, maybe some 
day. 

And then at the very end, oh, we 
should have a little bitty infrastruc-
ture bank. Okay. Great. 

Now, the Republicans on Thursday, 
they preceded all this and one-upped 
him. They proposed that the United 
States of America, with crumbling 
highways, falling-down bridges, and ob-
solete transit systems, cut investment 

in infrastructure by 35 percent. So the 
construction industry that has today 16 
percent unemployment, under the Re-
publican plan, 25 percent unemploy-
ment. That’s great. That’s going to 
work, too. Oh, yes, and more tax cuts. 

You know, we lack the will around 
here to address our Nation’s greatest 
problems, not the means. Chronic un-
employment is the greatest problem in 
this country. If we solve chronic unem-
ployment, a quarter of the deficit goes 
away because those people aren’t col-
lecting unemployment benefits, food 
stamps and other things they need just 
to survive, and they are working and 
paying taxes. 

Now, how about canceling some of 
these stupid tax cuts, particularly the 
Social Security tax holiday? Let’s not 
borrow $110 billion from China for peo-
ple to dribble way in $20-a-week pay-
ments. Let’s take that $110 billion and 
build things in America with American 
workers and buy American require-
ments. 
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We could put 4 million or 5 million 
people to work. Let’s cancel the tax 
cuts for people earning over $200,000 a 
year—the job creators—who are pretty 
undertaxed right now and who have 
record savings and wealth. If they con-
tributed a little bit, that would be 
about another 1 million jobs if we put 
that $23 billion a year into investments 
in infrastructure. These aren’t just 
construction jobs. They’re engineering 
jobs; they’re manufacturing jobs; 
they’re small business suppliers. We 
need an investment-driven recovery. 
For too long, we’ve been trying under 
both Bush and under Obama to have a 
borrowed money, consumption-driven 
recovery. 

Ain’t going to work. Not good long 
term. 

Instead of indebting our kids and giv-
ing them nothing but current consump-
tion, let’s have something that’s in-
vestment-driven that will provide ben-
efits for generations to come with a 
21st century infrastructure for this 
country. 

f 

H.R. 1861: INFRASTRUCTURE JOBS 
AND ENERGY INDEPENDENCE ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, while deliberations 
continue on dealing with our $14.3 tril-
lion debt and while deliberations con-
tinue on raising the debt ceiling, Amer-
icans are very concerned about where 
we’re going. 

June unemployment at 9.2 percent 
and a growth of only 18,000 jobs trans-
lates into a meager 360 jobs per State. 
Now, when you look at how many high 
school students graduated in June, 
that’s 3.7 million. Colleges graduated 
1.7 million. Those 360 jobs barely equal 
the size of a typical large American 

high school graduating class, and cer-
tainly barely covers students at one 
typical college per State with a typical 
major. No wonder Americans are wor-
ried about our economy when so many 
youth are entering the job market only 
to find there are no jobs. 

So while our leaders on both sides of 
the aisle are deliberating—and, unfor-
tunately, too much of this immediately 
becomes a battle of words—let’s keep 
in mind that one way to balance Amer-
ica’s budget, one very important way 
to deal with America’s debt, is to grow 
jobs. For each 1 percent decline in un-
employment, it’s $90 billion per year in 
Federal revenue. That’s a decrease in 
unemployment compensation. That’s 
an increase in Federal revenues. That’s 
1.5 million jobs for every 1 percent de-
cline in unemployment. 

Let me quote our colleague from 
across the building here, Senator 
RUBIO, who said: This is not about in-
creasing taxes; it’s about increasing 
taxpayers. And this could do it. 

Now, the cost per job in the failed 
stimulus bill was at least $278,000 based 
upon $660 billion spent. Of course, that 
number per job increases dramatically 
and rapidly if you include the interest 
paid on that stimulus bill, which takes 
us over the $1 trillion mark. That sort 
of approach is not going to work, and if 
we open our eyes, we can all honestly 
admit that. Increasing unemployment 
is not going to decrease the Federal 
debt or deficit. We have to grow our 
way out of this. 

Now, a bill that I’ve introduced and 
that several colleagues in a bipartisan 
way have signed onto as cosponsors— 
and I ask my colleagues to join on as 
cosponsors—is H.R. 1861. This bill 
would allow us to say, instead of send-
ing $129 billion a year to OPEC for for-
eign aid, to buy their oil, we drill for 
and we use our own. It would yield 
somewhere between $2.2 trillion and 
$3.7 trillion over a 30-year period in 
Federal revenues, not from raising 
taxes, but from using the standard roy-
alties and lease agreements that come 
from this. It starts out as a crawl and 
increases to a walk and then into a run 
as this money comes through. 

What we do in this bill is about 
growth in America. It isn’t just talking 
about it. It’s putting our money where 
our jobs are because it leads to 1.2 mil-
lion jobs annually based upon esti-
mates of the American Energy Alli-
ance. That’s jobs making steel, making 
steel pipes, wire, software, technology. 
It’s jobs for the roughnecks. It’s the 
steelworkers, the electricians and the 
laborers who work on these rigs. It’s 
jobs for those who take this oil and 
convert it into gasoline, and it’s jobs 
for those who have to put together all 
the infrastructure to make that hap-
pen. 

Beyond that, what we do is we dedi-
cate these funds into the infrastructure 
which America needs. According to the 
American Society for Civil Engineers, 
we need over $2 trillion to deal with 
our current infrastructure needs. Many 
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States find that 25 percent of their 
roads and bridges are structurally defi-
cient, which is unsafe; but for every $1 
billion we spend on our infrastructure, 
it yields 38,000 jobs. Those jobs are for 
operating engineers and laborers and 
carpenters or electricians and engi-
neers and for those who make concrete 
and steel and all the things that go 
with what we need for our roads, our 
highways, our bridges, our locks, our 
dams, our water and sewer systems. 

Let’s grow our way back to pros-
perity. Let’s stop saying we’re going to 
send money to OPEC and watch them 
grow. Let’s stop just pointing fingers 
and blaming and complaining about 
China. We have the tools here in Amer-
ica to make this happen. So, while our 
leaders are over at the White House, 
arguing about how to take care of the 
debt, let’s not forget that, overall, 
Americans are saying that one way to 
grow out of this debt is to grow more 
jobs, to grow more taxpayers, not just 
to find ways of taxing them. We can do 
this. 

Again, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in supporting H.R. 1861, where we can 
do this. Let’s not talk about jobs, and 
let’s not complain about it. Americans 
know when the wool is being pulled 
over their eyes, and Americans know 
when they’re working. Let’s truly help 
them out and get jobs back on the 
table. 

f 

FIGHTING FOR PEACE EVERY DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, in 
April of the year 2004, my staff came to 
me with a memo, asking if I wanted to 
give a Special Order speech on some 
issue of which I can’t remember the 
subject. My answer at that time was, 
no, I didn’t want to speak on that 
issue, but I did want to deliver a 5- 
minute speech that day and every day 
thereafter, when it was possible, to ex-
press my opposition to the wars in Iraq 
and Afghanistan and to express my be-
lief that there is a smarter way to 
achieve our national security goals. 

So, Madam Speaker, since that day, 
I’ve stood here in this spot to say over 
and over again that these wars are 
eroding our spiritual core, bankrupting 
us morally and fiscally, teaching our 
children that warfare is the new nor-
mal. I have delivered these speeches as 
a member of the majority and the mi-
nority, when the President was a mem-
ber of my party and when he was not, 
and today, I am doing it for the 400th 
time. 

When I began, the war in Iraq was 
still quite popular, as was the Presi-
dent who launched it, but we spoke out 
anyway, refusing to bend on principle 
because we knew that we did not be-
long there. My colleagues Representa-
tive BARBARA LEE and Representative 
MAXINE WATERS and I called ourselves 
the ‘‘Triad.’’ We started the Out of Iraq 

Caucus, and we forced the first House 
vote to bring our troops home. Along 
the way, I visited Iraq, and my opinion 
was confirmed against that very war, 
but at the same time, it increased my 
admiration for our troops. Gradually, 
the tide of public opinion turned. Presi-
dent Bush lost the confidence of the 
American people, and eventually had 
to start winding down the war. I don’t 
believe that would have happened un-
less a few lonely voices had dared to be 
heard in those early, early days. 

I am proud of what we have accom-
plished, but I am also very frustrated 
because nearly a decade after the first 
American boots hit the ground in Af-
ghanistan, here we are—still at war, 
still occupying sovereign countries on 
missions that aren’t making us safer or 
advancing our interests. The cost has 
been devastating. Over 6,100 Americans 
are dead, and thousands more civilians 
have died for the cause of their so- 
called ‘‘liberation.’’ Thousands of U.S. 
servicemembers have come home but 
may never be the same, either because 
of physical wounds or mental health 
trauma, which can, with the physical 
and the mental health, destroy lives 
just as well. 

In addition to the staggering $3.2 tril-
lion price tag that has piled up over 
the last 10 years, I don’t think we’ve 
even begun to come to grips with the 
resources that the VA will need for the 
next 50 or so years to meet the respon-
sibility we have to our veterans as a re-
sult of these wars. 

Madam Speaker, I’ve said it over and 
over again that I’m not suggesting we 
abandon the people of Afghanistan and 
Iraq. Anti-war doesn’t mean anti-en-
gagement or anti-security. The under-
lying principle behind my 400 speeches 
has been that we need a completely dif-
ferent approach to protecting Amer-
ica—one that emphasizes diplomacy, 
reconciliation and peaceful conflict 
resolution. 
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From the beginning, I have been 
pushing my own solution called 
SMART Security, fighting terrorism 
with better intelligence, with a strong-
er nuclear nonproliferation program, 
with humanitarian and economic aid 
that will give hope to people around 
the world, with less spending on weap-
on systems and more on homeland se-
curity, human rights monitoring, and 
energy independence. 

Most importantly, SMART Security 
insists that war is an absolute last re-
sort because, Madam Speaker, for the 
sake of the future of the human race, 
we must and we can figure out a way to 
resolve our differences without resort-
ing to war and violence. I will continue 
to do this for the remaining 11⁄2 years 
that I will be in Congress, giving as 
many of these speeches as I can. And 
Madam Speaker, I will not rest until 
we finally bring our troops home and 
we adopt the SMART Security ap-
proach to preventing war and pre-
serving peace so that my grandchildren 

and your grandchildren and their 
grandchildren will have a peaceful, pro-
ductive world to live in in the future. 

f 

LET’S GET SERIOUS ABOUT THE 
DEBT CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, let 
me help this body interpret how the 
American people see this debt crisis. 
Now some of you may question how I 
can, with this accent, provide an inter-
pretation. Well, let me show you. 

Americans have a keen under-
standing of how credit cards work. 
They know that each card holds a limit 
on it, and this limit is the borrowing 
limit on that particular card. And it is 
a fact that when one reaches the limit 
on his or her card, that they are unable 
to borrow more money or charge more 
at that time. 

Now it is not factual to say, however, 
that when one maxes out his credit 
card, that he is in default personally, 
or in layman’s terms, that he is bank-
rupt. No. When one reaches his limit, 
you simply cannot use the card any-
more. If you want to continue to use 
the card, you need to pay down on the 
principal amount that is owed. 

If and when you reach this unfortu-
nate circumstance, you and your fam-
ily are required to live within your 
means. As long as you can continue to 
pay the interest on the card and the 
bills that you have accrued, then you 
are not in jeopardy of defaulting. Of 
course you can only do this if you’re 
employed and you have income, unlike 
the approximately 9.2 percent of Amer-
icans out there who are looking for us 
to do everything we can to help create 
private sector jobs. 

So this is where we are. Look, I don’t 
believe if we fail to raise the debt ceil-
ing that we will default. What I do be-
lieve is not raising the debt ceiling will 
finally require Congress to make the 
tough decisions necessary to restore 
fiscal sanity to our Federal Govern-
ment. It will force Congress to under-
stand that at this time we need to live 
within our means. Why? Because going 
back to our layman’s term, if the Fed-
eral Government was a person, that 
person is not unemployed, they still 
have a job, unlike the approximately 
9.2 percent of Americans I spoke earlier 
about. So if we still have a job, that 
means we’re still getting a paycheck. 
That paycheck is currently sufficient 
to pay our bills. 

After 2 years, where the President 
and previous Congresses spent like 
they were going out of style, the Presi-
dent is starting to understand that we 
have spent too much. What he hasn’t 
realized yet—and I hope he does—is 
that we don’t have a revenue problem 
here; we have a spending problem. 

Now, I know that we would like to 
spend more on things we like. That is 
human nature. But the reason so many 
of us are opposed to increasing taxes is 
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